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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-14 and 16-22 remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

3. Applicant's amendment overcomes the prior rejection set forth under 35 USC 112, 
second paragraph and therefore the rejection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10-12, 14, 16-18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Brown et al. (US 2007/001 1283 Al), hereinafter referred to as Brown. 

6. Regarding claim 1, Brown discloses a method of validating a network, the method 
comprising: 

receiving user input requesting a validation process to validate a network, the network 
including a plurality of devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12); 
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in response to the user input, automatically communicating with one or more of the 
devices in the network and discovering attributes of the devices (p. 3, para. 0024, 11. 13-16); 

determining whether the one or more devices are compatible to operate with each other 
by automatically comparing the discovered attributes with a predefined set of valid device 
attributes, the predefined set of valid device attributes specifying device attributes that are 
compatible with one another (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12); 

generating output data that indicates whether the discovered attributes match the valid 
device attributes (p. 3, para. 0025, 11. 1 1-12, GUI); and 

generating output data that identifies an invalid attribute among the discovered attributes 
and a corresponding valid attribute from the predefined set of valid device attributes (p. 3, para. 
0025,11. 11-12, GUI). 

7. Regarding claim 3, Brown discloses the method, wherein: 

the predefined set of valid device attributes specifies valid software versions (p. 3, para. 
0027, configuration settings); 

the operation of automatically discovering attributes of the devices comprises 
automatically discovering version information for software in one or more of the devices (p. 3, 
para. 0025, 11 8-12); and 

the operation of automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set 
of valid device attributes comprises automatically comparing the discovered version information 
with the valid software versions (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

8. Regarding claim 4, Brown discloses the method wherein: 
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the software in at least one of the one or more devices comprises firmware (p. 3, para. 0027); 
and 

the operation of automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set 
of valid device attributes comprises automatically determining whether the firmware has a valid . 
version (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

9. Regarding claim 5, Brown discloses the method wherein the operation of automatically 
discovering attributes of the devices comprises: 

automatically identifying a device type for at least one of the devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 
8-12, use of a model); 

dynamically loading a validation module based on the identified device type (p. 3, para. 
0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); and 

automatically using the validation module to poll the at least one device (p. 3, para. 0025, 
11 8-12, use of a model). 

10. Regarding claim 8, Brown discloses a program product for validating devices in a 
network, the program product comprising: 

a computer-usable medium (p. 3, para. 0026); 
computer instructions encoded in the computer-usable medium, wherein, when executed, the 
computer instructions perform operations comprising: 

receiving user input requesting a validation process to validate a network, the network 
including a plurality of devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12); 
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in response to the user input, automatically communicating with one or more of the 
devices in the network and discovering attributes of the one or more devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 
8-12); 

determining whether the one or more devices are compatible with each other by 
automatically comparing the discovered attributes with a predefined set of valid device 
attributes; generating output data that indicates whether the discovered attributes match the valid 
device attributes, the predefined set of valid device attributes specifying device attributes that are 
compatible with each other (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); and 

generating output data that identifies an invalid attribute among the discovered attributes 
and a corresponding valid attribute from the predefined set of valid device attributes (p. 3, para. 
0025, 11 8-12). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 10, Brown discloses the program product wherein: 

the predefined set of valid device attributes specifies valid software versions (p. 3, para. 
0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 

the operation of automatically discovering attributes of the devices comprises 
automatically discovering version information for software in one or more of the devices (p. 3, 
para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); and 

the operation of automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set 
of valid device attributes comprises automatically comparing the discovered version information 
with the valid software versions (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

12. Regarding claim 1 1 , Brown discloses the program product wherein: 
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the software in at least one of the one or more devices comprises firmware (p. 3, para. 0027); 
and 

the operation of automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set 
of valid device attributes comprises automatically determining whether the firmware has a valid 
version (p. 3, para. 0027). 

13. Regarding claim 12, Brown discloses the program product wherein the operation of 
automatically discovering attributes of the devices comprises: 

automatically identifying a device type for at least one of the devices (p. 3, para. 0027); 
dynamically loading a validation module based on the identified device type (p. 3, para. 
0027); and 

automatically using the validation module to poll the at least one device (p. 3, para. 

0027). 

14. Regarding claim 14, Brown discloses an information handling system for validating a 
network configuration, the information handling system comprising: 

a computer-usable medium (p. 3, para. 0027); 

a predefined set of valid device attributes stored in the computer-usable medium (p. 3, 
para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 

a network interface in communication with a network of devices (p. 3, para. 0027); and 

processing resources in communication with the network interface and the computer- 
usable medium, wherein the processing resources perform operations comprising: 

receiving user input requesting a validation process to validate a network, the network 
including a plurality of devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 
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in response to the user input, automatically communicating with one or more of the 
devices via the network interface to discover attributes of the devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, 
use of a model); 

determining whether the one or more devices are compatible to operate with each other 
by automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set of valid device 
attributes, the predefined set of valid device attributes specifying device attributes that are 
compatible with each other (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12); 

generating output data that indicates whether the discovered attributes match the valid 
device attributes (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12); and 

generating output data that identifies an invalid attribute among the discovered attributes 
and a corresponding valid attribute from the predefined set of valid device attributes (p. 3, para. 
0025, 11 8-12). 

15. Regarding claim 16, Brown discloses the information handling system wherein: 
the predefined set of valid device attributes specifies valid software versions (p. 3, para. 
0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 

the processing resources automatically discover version information for software in one 
or more of the devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); and 

the processing resources automatically compare the discovered version information with 
the valid software versions (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

16. Regarding claim 17, Brown discloses the information handling system wherein the 
software in at least one of the one or more devices comprises firmware (p. 3, para. 0027), and the 
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processing resources automatically determine whether the firmware has a valid version (p. 3, 
para. 0027). 

17. Regarding claim 18, Brown discloses the information handling system wherein: 
the processing resources automatically identify a device type for at least one of the 

devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 

the processing resources dynamically load a validation module based on the identified 
device type (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); and 

the processing resources automatically use the validation module to poll the at least one 
device (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

18. Regarding claim 21, Brown discloses the information handling system wherein the 
processing resources comprise: 

one or more processors (p. 3, para. 0027); and 

software which, when executed by the one or more processors, cause the one or more 
processors to perform the operations of receiving user input, automatically communicating with 
the devices, automatically comparing the discovered attributes with the predefined set of valid 
device attributes, and generating output data (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model). 

1 9. Regarding claim 22, Brown discloses a method of validating a network comprising: 
receiving user input requesting validation of a network, the network including a plurality 

of devices (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 

in response to the user input, automatically discovering hardware attributes of one or 
more of the devices in the network (p. 3, para. 0025, 11 8-12, use of a model); 
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automatically comparing the discovered hardware attributes with a predefined set of valid 
hardware attributes (p. 3, para. 0027); and 

generating output data that indicates whether the discovered hardware attributes match 
the valid hardware attributes (p. 3, para. 0027). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2 1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

22. Claims 6, 7, 13, 19 and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brown in view of Price et al. (US 7,133,906 B2), hereinafter referred to as Price. 

23. Regarding claim 6, Brown teaches the utilization of a file for reference when determining 
valid device attributes (p. 3, para. 0027) however does not explicitly teach the utilization of a 
markup language to encode the valid device attributes. In related art, Price teaches on this 
limitation of using a markup language to encode the valid device attributes wherein Price teaches 
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the use of a markup language (XML) when performing configuration techniques within a 
network of network devices in an Internet like systenj (col. 2, 11. 45-58). One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the applicants' invention would have found it obvious to utilize a markup 
language to encode the valid device attributes as taught by Price. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to use a markup language due to their inherent nature of being easy 
to use common usage as demonstrated by Price (col. 2, 11. 49-53). 

24. Regarding claim 7, Brown and Price teach the method wherein: 

the file with the valid device attributes comprises an extensible markup language (XML) 
file (Price, col. 2, 11. 45-58); and 

the operation of automatically determining the valid device attributes comprises parsing 
the XML file by reference to a document type definition (DTD) file, wherein the DTD file 
contains definitions of data elements for validating the network (Price, col. 5, 11. 30-36). 

25. Regarding claim 13, Brown teaches the utilization of a file for reference when 
determining valid device attributes (p. 3, para. 0027) however does not explicitly teach the 
utilization of a markup language to encode the valid device attributes. In related art, Price 
teaches on this limitation of using a markup language to encode the valid device attributes 
wherein Price teaches the use of a markup language (XML) when performing configuration 
techniques within a network of network devices in an Internet like system (col. 2, 11. 45-58). One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicants' invention would have found it obvious to 
utilize a markup language to encode the valid device attributes as taught by Price. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to use a markup language due to their 
inherent nature of being easy to use common usage as demonstrated by Price (col. 2, 11. 49-53). 
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26. Regarding claim 19, Brown teaches the utilization of a file for reference when 
determining valid device attributes (col. 7, 11. 53-56, storage of configuration information) 
however does not explicitly teach the utilization of a markup language to encode the valid device 
attributes. In related art, Price teaches on this limitation of using a markup language to encode 
the valid device attributes wherein Price teaches the use of a markup language (XML) when 
performing configuration techniques within a network of network devices in an Internet like 
system (col. 2, 11. 45-58). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicants' invention 
would have found it obvious to utilize a markup language to encode the valid device attributes as 
taught by Price. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to use a markup 
language due to their inherent nature of being easy to use common usage as demonstrated by 
Price (col. 2, 11. 49-53). 

27. Regarding claim 20, Brown and Price teach the information handling system wherein: 
the file with the valid device attributes comprises an extensible markup language (XML) 

file (Price, col. 2, 11. 45-58); 

the information handling system further comprises a document type definition (DTD) file 
that contains definitions of data elements for validating the network (Price, col. 5, 11. 30-36); and 

the processing resources automatically determine the valid device attributes by using the 
DTD file to parse the XML file (Price, col. 5, 11. 30-36). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571)272-3899. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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ANDREW CALDWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



